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U.8. arms control director Fred C
Ikle cautioned yesterday against bas-

. mates of. Sov:et military mtentlons,

“\We shouldn’t g0 around” askmd
; ourselves, ‘are the Russians planning
! superiority‘; ‘are they planning a first
. strike,’ ™ Ikle, head of the Arms Con-
trol and Disarmament Agency, told
the Senate I'orewn Rclatlons Commit.
tee. . s --z LE e RIRTS

mind,” Ikle said.
The Soviet - Umon he sald in effect
wil’ "do what it belicves it can get’
away with doing, with its actions de-

ity and will of the United States.

(SALT) -on -Soviet intransigence,
rather than on “alleged dlssensxon
within the administration.”

singer, who was in disagreement with
the Defense Department and with
1kle’s agency on SALT strategy, pri-
vately has blamed internal disagree- :
ment as a major reason for delay.

¢ President Ford said in a Jan.’7 in-
terview with The Washington Post
i that “it was 2 combination” because
i “We were faced with two problems:
{ one was some honest disagreement
! within the administration on the one
! hand; and some nonresolvable differ-

. other,” ..

. Ikle’s- assertxon yesterday was that
#f anything, the U.S. posmon was too
flexible, not too firm. . =

. *“On the contmversxal isshie of
crmse missiles and the new Soviet
bomber,” Ikle said, “we offered five
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ing American nuclear strategy on estl- "

which he satd “are not fixed.” 4 tR i
- "proposed the hearmvs “which began

“f think it is an uneertamts in theu'

pending ‘on the strength and capabil-

In farewell testimony on his- experi--
ence and views as director of the arms
control agency, Ikle blamed the fail-

_iire to achieve a new accord inthe nu-
¢lear Strategic Arms Limitation Talks -

. Secretary of State Henry A. Kis- '

! diffcrent solutions within as many
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months between last fall and early

S, spring this year.” . _ .. _...%.
“In retrospect " Ikle said, “perhaps _

i 'we took too many initiatives, giving
‘our adversaries_ the 1mpresswn that
,'they could wait us out” |

‘Sen. Charles H Percy (R~Ill) who

_yesterday, said that “there is honest
and strongly felt disagreement on So-
- viet intentions” among U.S. officials.
. Percy said he was concerned about re-
. ports that the new U.S. National Intel-
ligence Estimate shows that the Sovi-

- ets are “seeking supe_riorlty." )
However, Sen. Dick Clark (D-lowa)
said, “It's my impression that the re-
cent Soviet intelligence estimaté con-
cludes that the Soviet Union is not
trying fo achieve superiority,” but

that conclusion.” . -« - -

_In the recent estimating process, a
team of outside panelists was used to
challenge the views of the official an-
alysts, known as Team A. Percy said
the committee will hear outgoing Cen-
tral Intelligence Agency Director
George Bush in closed session on
Tuesday, to try to clarify the contro-

"+ Versy over the top secret estxmates

ences with the Sovxet UmOn on the

_rather it is “Team B that has come to

owar,” e

: |
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A principal argument in hardening
U.S. estimates of Soviet Jntentxons
Clark noted, is that the Soviet Umon
is engaged in a massive civil defense
program, té survive a nyclesar war.

Ikle said the Soviet civil defense is
“puzzling and disturbing” But he
would “not put so high a priority” on
its implications and effectiveness as
some U.S. specialists, because no one
“could predict what could happen in a

. mass nuclear war.”

However, Ikle said, “We have to ask
whether our long-term objectives for
arms control and disarmament are

" .shared by the Sovict Yeadership.” That

was a central argument of the more

- pessimistic Team B, in the mtcrnal in-

telligence debate.

-Ikle also said - the contenhon is
wrong “that U.S. strategic programs
drive ihe arms race, and the Soviets

. merely respond. The actual record

stron"l\ refutes this charge.”
‘Clark disputed Ikle on the record.

- Ikle said the United States must do

its utmost to achieve an effective

! SALT accord, but also “must be care-

ful not to-overdramatize SALT” by
belicving that the absence of a quick
accord means a “go-for-broke arms
race. . .which could qmckls take us to
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